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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is correct. The Senator from
Ohio does have the floor.

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. President,
I suggest——

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, may 1
inguire how the Senator got the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He got
it by unanimous consent.

Mr. STEVENS. The Senator asked
for unanimous consent to be rerecog-
nized after the Senator from Illinois
was recognized in routine morning
business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. Presndent
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. STEVENS. As a point of clarifi-
cation, I want to ask, is there a record
of unanimous consent being asked for
to recognize the Senator from Ohio at
that time?

Mr. BYRD. Mr. Presxdent will the
Senator yield to me? .

Mr. STEVENS. Yes.

Mr. BYRD. The Senator from Ohio

got the floor. Then he asked unani-
mous consent that he could yield to
Senators who have been carrying on a
colloquy without losing his right to
the floor.
. Mr. STEVENS. Is there not a unani-
mous-consent for a period of routine
morning business during which Sena-
tors could speak for 5 minutes each?
The Senator from New Hampshire was
recognized and then the Senator from
Illinois under that request.

Will the presiding officer please read
the record for the period the request
was made? - .

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. President,
I want to assure my friend I do not

intend to create a problem, but the.

fact is I- did have una.nimous con-
sent——

The PRESIDING OFFICER The
Chair advises the Senate, in response
to the question of the Senator from
Alaska, st 6:39p.m., according to. the
Journal, Senator METZENBAUNM received
unanimous -consent .that he yield to
Senator PErcy without losing his right
to the floor and it was agreed-to.
There was no objection.

Mr. STEVENS. Very well. . )

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. President,
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. _

‘Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President; 1
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Mr. STEVENS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Alaska.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President,” I
thank the Senator from Ohio and the
Senator from Oregon for their consid-
eration.

~with deleting the
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UNANIMOUS-CONSENT
AGREEMENT-S. 66

Mr. STEVENS. I now ask unanimous .

consent that at 1 p.m. on Monday,
June 13, the Senate turn to the consid-
eration of calendar No. 106, S. 66, a
bill to amend the Communications Act
of 1934, and that there be 13 hours of
consideration thereon,
debate on any amendments, motions,
appeals, or point of order, if submitted
to the Senate, equally divided, to be
controlled by. the Senator from
Oregon (Mr. Packwoobn) and the Sena-
tor from South Carolina (Mr. HoLL-
INGS) or their designees.

I further ask unanimous consent
that a Commerce Committee modifica-
tion to the committee amendment and
an amendment to be. offered by the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. PACKWOOD)
dealing with telecommunications shall
be in order; that no other amendments
that are not germane shall be in order,
with the exception of amendments to
be offered by the Senator from South
Dakota (Mr. ABDNOR), the first dealing
“two-way” grade
communications, the second amend-
ment dealing with insuring that all
providers of telecommunications serv-
ices share in the obligation of provid-
ing universal service, and that they be
limited to 1 hour equally dmded on
each.

I also ask unanimous consent that
there shall be 30 minutes of debate on
any other amendment or debatable
motion, appeal, or point of order, if
submitted to the Senate, equally divid-
ed, and that following the conclusion
of the debate the Senate proceed to
vote on S. 66 without any intervening
debate; motion, _appeal, amendment, or
point of order.

Mr. METZENBA;UM addressed the
Chair.

The. PRESIDING GF'FICER Wlth-
out objection, it i8 so ordered.

Mr. METZENBAUM. Objection. Ob-
Jection. . . )

- Mr. BYRD. Objection is heard.

The PRESIDING OF‘F’ICER
there objection?

Mr. METZENBAUM. Reserving the
right to object, it is my understandjng
that the latter portion after “S. 66”
was to be dropped from the unani-
mous-consent request.

Mr. PACKWOOD addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Oregon.

Mr. PACKWOOD. That is correct
Where it says “proceed to vote on S.
66,” simply put a period and delete the
words. “without any intervening
debate, motion, appeal, a.mendment or
point of order.”

.The reason I had initially put that
in the unanimous-consent order is I
wanted to make sure when we got to
the end of the 12 hours we were not
suddenly faced with a plethora of
amendments  that could not be de-
bated but could be voted on. The Sen-
ator from Ohio has assured me tha.t
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he has no intention of attempting to
filibuster in that fashion.

I have assured him that I have no in-
tention of offering an amendment
under these privileges that I am given
that is unrelated to the bill. I am not
sure if they are technically germane,
but I can assure the Senator they are
related to the bill. I know the fear he
has. The minority leader will recall it
well. As I recall, we were considering a
public housing bill and one Senator
asked to have an amendment offered
and it turned out to be a capital pun-
ishment amendment.
~ I have no intention of doing any-
thing of that nature. It will be related
to this bill. I will be happy to show it
to the Senator from Ohio ahead of
time.

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. President,
the understanding is that the amend-
ment which the Senator from Oregon
is proposing and asking be made ger-
mane will be consistent with the gen-
eral thrust of the legislation?

“Mr. PACKWOOD. It will clearly be
consistent. It may extend it a bit.

What I am trying to do in this bill,
‘you slay one dragon and two more pop
up as we are going-:along, and I am
doing the best I can to harmonize dif-
ferent interests. I may be able to har-
monize some and in the process of
doing that I might expand the bill a
bit to the satisfaction of all the par-
ties, but it technically might not be

© germane.

Mr. METZENBAUM. I understand. 1
have no objection.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, am
I correct in my understanding that the
provisions of the bill with respect to
cable television in cities, at this point,
do not have the unanimous, harmoni-
ous acceptance of the Nation? And, am
I correct that we hope to use this in-
terval to see if we cannot get some
agreements that do not now exist, so
that even more people will be voting
for the bill when the time comes?

Mr. PACKWOOD. I hope so. ‘There
was a time when I thought we had &
harmonious relationship between
cable and the cities, and then a few
cities have jumped places, but I am
hoping we can bring them all back.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Also, a time cer-
tain tends to concentrate the mind, for
those of us who are hanging.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, does
the Senator from Arizona seek to re-
serve the right to object to this unani-
mous-consent request? :

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object, and I will
not object, I think this is a very sorry
turn of events. We have been working
nearly 4 years on this piece of legisla-
tion. Most of the time has been spent
in conference with the mayors and
city councils of the various cities
around this country. The mayor of
New York never asked to come and be
heard, yet he has phoned a number of
us and asked that this be put off. No

‘one from the State of New Jersey, t0
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my knowledge, ekxcept the distin-
guished Senator representing New
Jersey, has raised any objections to
this. The Coalition of Cities, which
does not include New York, has sort of
worked around this, never raised any
objection. The National League of
Cities, the largest league of cities in
the country, is still unanimously
behind this. ) )

So, Mr. President, I am kind of at a
loss to know why after all these years
we are suddenly going to say no to the
American people who want a little
better television reception than they
can get over antenna-to-antenna.

This is a very sad turn of events, be-
cause only the day before we complet-
ed work on this bill, the American
Telephone & Telegraph Co. took it

themselves to try to shoot this
bill down. Why, I do not know. But we
have adopted amendments to take
care of them and to take care of the
various new telephone companies that
have sprung up around the country as
a result of AT&T’s divestiture,

So, Mr. President, here, at the last

‘moment, when the cable people of this
country have been waiting, when the
American people in New. York City
and in Washington, D.C., and all over
this country have been waiting for
decent television reception, we have a
hAndful of Senators, representing a

handful of cities, and the American .

. Telephone & Telegraph Co., who
decide they do not want this bill dis-
cussed.

Mr. President, I think patience has
been about exhausted among the
people who are interested in this bill,
and they are mainly the people of this
country, not the cable television
people.

So, while I know we cannot get this
bill up tonight—we have to postpone it
until the 13th of next month—I hope

that by that time the mayor of New-

York City will take the time to study
this bill and find out what it is all
about. Maybe the mayors of other big
cities, two or three of them, will take
the time to find out what they are
talking about when they call here and
object. - )

The objections I have had from
those cities have come from labor
unions and a handful of people who
might lose their jobs if this bill is
passed. I do not think so, but they

might. But I think this is a sad way to °

run the affairs of this country.

‘Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, may I ask the dis-
tinguished acting Republican leader a
+ couple of questions? .

Personally, I do not intend to object,
and I do not want to object. I notice
that the time will be controlled by the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. PACKWOOD)
and the Senator from South Carolina
(Mr. HOLLINGS) or their designees.

My question is this: Are these Sena-
tors both on the same side of the ques-
tion? If so, it {s normal for the minor-
ity leader to control the time in oppo-

‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

sition. That does not necessarily mean -

I am in opposition.
Mr. STEVENS. I say to the Senator

that it is a matter of form. If the

chairman and the ranking minority
member of the Commerce Committee
are on the same side, the Senator is
correct. As I understand it, he would
be in control of the time,"if the Sena-
tor from South Carolina agreed with
the Senator from Oregon. The time
would automatically go to the other
side.
. Mr. BYRD. I would appoint a desig-
nee on this side. It is not that I want
to control it, but the opposition is enti-
tled to have the time. )

Mr. STEVENS. That is correct.

Does the Senator wish to add to this

‘agreement that if the Senator from

Oregon and the Senator from South
Carolina are in agreement, the Sena-
tor from West Virginia will control the
time?

Mr. BYRD. In opposition. I.do that
only because it is normal. I may not be
in opposition.

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I
must say that the entire committee
approved this bjll, with the exception
of one member. The ranking minority
member, the Senator from.South
Carolina, is for this legislation. 8o I
think you are going to have trouble
finding somebody to take the position
you have asked about.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
that my unanimous-consent request be
so modified, that in the event the two
floor managers are in agreement, the
time in opposition will be controlled
by the minority leader or his designee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is
there objection?

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, further
reserving the right to object, is it also
agreed that there will be no votes on
Monday?

Mr. STEVENS. It is the intention of
the leadership-to state that any roll-
call votes ordered on amendments or
motions relating to 8. 66 on Monday
will be postponed until Tuesday, for a
time to be determined after consulta-
tion with those involved in the consid-
eration of this bill.

Mr. BYRD. The time to be deter-
mined by the two leaders. :

Mr. STEVENS. Yes.

Mr. BYRD. They will, naturally,

_work with the managers.

Mr. STEVENS. It will be by the two
leaders, after consultation with the
managers of the bill, for the votes to
occur on Tuesday, the 14th.

‘Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield-further?

Mr. STEVENS. 1 yield.

Mr. BYRD. It-should be determined
by the leader, after consultation with
the minority leader. ]

Mr. STEVENS. That is my under-
standing. We are not prepared to enter
into the agreement as to the time that
will occur, so that has not been includ-
ed in this request. It will be deter-
mined by the'leader, after proper con-
sultation. :
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Mr. BYRD. And I will be in charge
of the time in opposition.

Mr. STEVENS. The Senator is cor-
rect.

Mr. BYRD. Which does not mean 1
am opposed. In the normal course of
things, that is the way it is done.

Mr. STEVENS. The Senator’s fair-
ness is known.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection to the unanimous-con-
sent request, with the modifications
proposed?

Mr. BYRD. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr, STEVENS. 1 thank all con-
cerned, particularly the Senator from
Ohio' and those who have been in-
volved in the negotiations.

* The text of the unanimous-consent
agreement is as follows: -

Ordered, That at 1:00 p.m. on Monday,
June 13, 1983, the Senate proceed to the
consideration of 8. 668 (Order no. 108), a bill
to amend the Communication Act of 1934,
and that there be 13 hours of consideration
thereon, including debate on any amend-
ments, debatable motion, appeals, or points
of order which are submitted or on which
the Chair entertains debate, with the time
to be equally divided and controlled by the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. Packwood) and
the Benator from West Virginia (Mr. Robert
C. Byrd), or their designees.” *

Ordered further, That no amendment that
i8 not germane to the provisions of the said
bill shall be received, with the following ex-
ceptionhd: a Commerce Committee modifica-
tion to the committee amendment; an
amendment to be offered by the Senator
from ‘Oregon (Mr. Packwood) dealing with
télecommunications; an amendment to be
offered by the Senator from South Dakota
(Mr. Abdnor) dealing with deleting the
“two-way’' grade communication; and an
amendment to be offered by the Senator
from South Dakota (Mr. Abdnor) dealing

‘with insuring that all providers of telecom-

munications services share in the obligation
of providing universal service: Provided,
That there be 1 hour debate on each of the
above amendments, with the time to be
equally divided and controlled by the mover
of such and the manager of the bill.

Ordered further, That there be 30 minutes
debate on any other amendment, debatable
motion, appeal, or point of order if submit-
ted to the Senate, with the time to be equal-
ly divided and controlled by the mover of
such and the manager of the bill.

Ordered further, That at the conclusion of
the debate, the Senate proceed to vote on
passage of 8. 66.

TIME AGREEMENT ON S. 639,

LEBANON EMERGENCY ASSIST-
_ANCE ACT OF 1983

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
Senate turns to the consideration of
Calendar No. 120, 8. 639, a bill to au-
thorize supplemental assistance to aid
Lebanon, it be considered under the
following time agreement:

One hour on the bill, to be equally
divided between the chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee and the
ranking minority member, or .their
designees; that no amendments be in
order with the exception of the com-



